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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Amendment, filed 06/29/2007; 
Request for Continued Examination, filed 06/29/2007. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4-10, 12-15, 17-19, and 21-24 are pending in the case. Claims 1, 5, 
9, and 13 are independent claims. 

3. While applicant's amendment references an interview held 05/09/2007, the 
record does not show that a formal interview was held, however, the examiner may 
have had a telephone conversation with applicant's representative on that date. During 
the telephone conversation 05/09/2007, possible proposed claim amendments were 
discussed but agreement as to the claims was not reached. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
06/29/2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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3. Independent claims 1, 5, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claims 1 , 5, and 13 each include the limitation, 

wherein the selected criterion involves at least one of the following: 
finding offensive matehal; 
a name change; and 
finding copyright violations. 

In particular, the limitations "finding offensive material" and "finding copyright 
violations" do not distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention, because, for example, "finding offensive material" is a subjective distinction 
based on what would be offensive to a particular individual. 

"Finding copyright violations" is not distinctly claimed because the manner of 
copyright violation, and the country in which copyright laws are being enforced, is not 
specified. 

5. Regarding dependent claims 2, 4, 6-8, 14, 15, 17-19, and 21-24, claims 2, 4, 
6-8, 14, 15, 17-19, and 21-24 are rejected for incorporating the deficiencies of their base 
claims, independent claims 1, 5, and 13. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 2, 4-10, 12-15, 17-19, 21, and 22 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Weinberg etal. (hereinafter "Weinberg"), 

U.S. Patent No. 6,549,944 B1, issued April 2003. 

Regarding independent claim 1, Weinberg teaches a computer-executable 
method of testing a hypertext document for compliance with a selected criterion, the 
method comprising: accepting a user selection of the selected criterion and user input of 
at least one parameter indicative of compliance with the selected criterion for an 
analysis of the hypertext document; since Weinberg teaches that a user may use the 
Astra Site Manager program to scan the website and create a graphical site map 
showing all of the URLs of the site and the links between these URLs, and the user can 
use tools to isolate and repair broken links, focus in on Web pages of a particular 
content type and/or status, and highlight modifications made to a web site since a prior 
mapping (col. 7, 1. 50-col. 8, 1. 13; col. 10, 1. 16-51). 

Weinberg teaches wherein accepting a user selection further comprises 
accepting, for analysis, a user designation of a subset of varying of link levels away 
from the hypertext document to be analyzed from among a set of links comprising a 
plurality of varying link levels away from the hypertext document (col. 1 9, 1. 26-col. 20, 1. 
26; col. 21, 1. 37-59; col. 25, 1. 50-col. 26, 1. 53); because, for example at col. 21, 1. 37-59 
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Weinberg teaches that a user may either scan or not scan external links, i.e., a subset 
of varying link levels away from the hypertext document. Also see Weinberg at col. 29. 
I. 1-19, where a user may use a slide control to vary the number of displayed links to 
reveal different levels of user activity, and Weinberg at col. 30, 1. 45-col. 31, 1. 15, where 
a user may selective display modifies links and view differences between two site maps. 

Weinberg discloses performing the analysis of the hypertext document and 
generating analysis data, the analysis data comprising an indication of whether the 
hypertext document is in compliance with the selected criterion; correcting a definable 
error by presenting the analysis data to an application program; storing the analysis 
data and the link information for the hypertext document; and presenting at least a 
portion of the analysis data to the user; since Weinberg teaches that the user can 
invoke a Link doctor which facilitates the repair of broken links (col. 15, 1. 58-col. 16, 1. 
57; col. 24, 1. 1-33), and a tool bar and filter bar to perform different testing operations, 
fir example, a site wide spell check (col. 20, 1. 9-20), further Weinberg teaches that the 
scanning functionality can be extended by the addition of new plug-in application. 

Weinberg also teaches content, status, and location filters which provide a simple 
mechanism for allowing the user to focus in on URLs which exhibit particular 
characteristics, such as specific content (col. 26, 1. 53- col. 27, 1. 49). The content 
filtering disclosed by Weinberg would allow for finding offensive material; a name 
change; and finding copyright violations, since Weinberg teaches finding external links 
for a particular site (col. 25, 1. 50-65) allowing finding links to an offensive site, i.e.. 
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offensive material, as well as spell checking the site (col. 20, 1. 9-20) which would allow 
finding a name change. 

Regarding dependent claim 2, Weinberg teaches accepting a user designation 
of the hypertext document to be analyzed (col. 15, 1. 40-col. 17, 1. 20). 

Regarding dependent claim 4 Weinberg teaches examining the hypertext 
document for a link to another hypertext document; and performing the analysis of the 
other hypertext document and generating analysis data, the analysis data comprising an 
Indication of whether the other hypertext document is in compliance with the selected 
criterion; wherein the step of storing the analysis data further comprises storing the 
analysis data for the other hypertext document; and wherein presenting at least a 
portion of the analysis comprises presenting compiled summary information based on 
the selected criterion about a collection of hypertext documents comprising the 
hypertext document and the other hypertext document thereby identifying what criterion 
is most problematic with the collection (col. 15, 1. 58-col. 16, 1. 57; col. 24, 1. 1-33). 

Weinberg teaches that a user may use the Astra Site Manager program to scan 
the website and create a graphical site map showing all of the URLs of the site and the 
links between these URLs, and the user can use tools to isolate and repair broken links, 
focus in on Web pages of a particular content type and/or status, and highlight 
modifications made to a web site since a prior mapping (col. 7, 1. 50-col. 8, 1. 13; col. 10, 
I. 16-51)). 

Regarding Independent claim 5, Weinberg teaches a method of testing a 
hypertext document for compliance with a selected criterion, said method comprising: 
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accepting a user selection of the selected criterion and a user input at a client terminal, 
the user input having at least one parameter indicative of compliance with the selected 
criterion for an analysis of the hypertext document; transmitting the user selection and 
the user input to a server, the server having a rules engine component for analyzing the 
hypertext document based on the user selection and the user input; since Weinberg 
teaches that a user may use the Astra Site Manager program to scan the website and 
create a graphical site map showing all of the URLs of the site and the links between 
these URLs, and the user can use tools to isolate and repair broken links, focus in on 
Web pages of a particular content type and/or status, and highlight modifications made 
to a web site since a prior mapping (col. 7, 1. 50-coL 8, 1. 13; col. 10, 1. 16-51). Weinberg 
teaches a client/server architecture where the document is analyzed at the server (col. 
17. 1. 53-col. 18, 1. 60; col. 18, 1. 60-col. 19, 1. 25). 

Weinberg teaches wherein accepting a user selection further comprises 
accepting, for analysis, a user designation of a subset of varying of link levels away 
from the hypertext document to be analyzed from among a set of links comprising a 
plurality of varying link levels away from the hypertext document (col. 1 9, 1. 26-col. 20, 1. 
26; col. 21, 1. 37-59; col. 25, 1. 50-col. 26, 1. 53); because, for example at col. 21, 1. 37-59 
Weinberg teaches that a user may either scan or not scan external links, i.e., a subset 
of varying link levels away from the hypertext document. Also see Weinberg at col. 29, 
I. 1-19, where a user may use a slide control to vary the number of displayed links to 
reveal different levels of user activity, and Weinberg at col. 30, 1. 45-col. 31, 1. 15, where 
a user may selective display modifies links and view differences between two site maps. 
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Weinberg discloses performing the analysis of the hypertext document and 
generating analysis data, the analysis data comprising an indication of whether the 
hypertext document is in compliance with the selected criterion; correcting a definable 
error by presenting the analysis data to an application program; storing the analysis 
data and the link information for the hypertext document; and presenting at least a 
portion of the analysis data to the user; since Weinberg teaches that the user can 
invoke a Link doctor which facilitates the repair of broken links (col. 15, 1. 58-col. 16, 1. 
57; col. 24, 1. 1-33), and a tool bar and filter bar to perform different testing operations, 
fir example, a site wide spell check (col. 20, 1. 9-20), further Weinberg teaches that the 
scanning functionality can be extended by the addition of new plug-in application. 

Weinberg also teaches content, status, and location filters which provide a simple 
mechanism for allowing the user to focus in on URLs which exhibit particular 
characteristics, such as specific content (col. 26, 1. 53- col. 27, 1. 49). The content 
filtering disclosed by Weinberg would allow for finding offensive material; a name 
change; and finding copyright violations, since Weinberg teaches finding external links 
for a particular site (col. 25, 1. 50-65) allowing finding links to an offensive site, i.e., 
offensive material, as well as spell checking the site (col. 20, 1. 9-20) which would allow 
finding a name change. 

Regarding dependent claim 6, claim 6 is directed toward substantially similar 
subject matter as claimed in dependent claim 2, and is rejected along the same 
rationale. 
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Regarding dependent claim 7, Weinberg teaches wherein each link on the 
hypertext document is examined to detect whether each link is undesirable wherein 
undesirable links include at least one of the following: a link to a pomographic website; 
and a link to sensitive company records including at least one of the following: 
personnel data; research data; and financial data] because Weinberg teaclies content, 
status, and location filters which provide a simple mechanism for allowing the user to 
focus in on URLs which exhibit particular characteristics, such as specific content (col. 
26, 1. 53- col. 27, 1. 49). The content filtering disclosed by Weinberg would allow for 
finding offensive material an a link to sensitive company records, since Weinberg 
teaches finding external links for a particular site (col. 25, 1. 50-65) allowing finding links 
to an offensive site, i.e., offensive material 

Regarding dependent claim 8, Weinberg teaches examining the hypertext 
document for a link to another hypertext document; and performing an analysis of the 
other hypertext document at the server and generating analysis data, the analysis data 
comprising indication of whether a collection of other hypertext document and the 
hypertext document is in compliance with the selected criterion; since Weinberg teaches 
that a user may use the Astra Site Manager program to scan the website and create a 
graphical site map showing all of the URLs of the site and the links between these 
URLs, and the user can use tools to isolate and repair broken links, focus in on Web 
pages of a particular content type and/or status, and highlight modifications made to a 
web site since a prior mapping (col. 7, 1. 50-col. 8, 1. 13; col. 10, 1. 16-51). Weinberg 
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teaches a client/server architecture where the document is analyzed at the server (col. 
17. 1. 53-col. 18, 1. 60). 

Regarding independent claim 9, Weinberg teaches a method of testing a 
hypertext document for compliance with a selected criterion, said method comprising: 
accepting a user selection of the selected criterion and a user input at a client temiinal, 
the user input having at least one parameter indicative of compliance with the selected 
criterion for an analysis of the hypertext document; performing the analysis of the 
hypertext document and generating analysis data, the analysis data comprising an 
indication of whether the hypertext document is in compliance with the selected 
criterion; since Weinberg teaches that a user may use the Astra Site Manager program 
to scan the website and create a graphical site map showing all of the URLs of the site 
and the links between these URLs, and the user can use tools to isolate and repair 
broken links, focus in on Web pages of a particular content type and/or status, and 
highlight modifications made to a web site since a prior mapping (col. 7, 1. 50-col. 8, 1. 
13; col. 10, 1. 16-51). Weinberg teaches a client/server architecture where the 
document is analyzed at the server (col. 17, 1. 53-col. 18, 1. 60; col. 18, 1. 60-col. 19, 1. 
25). 

Weinberg teaches wherein accepting a user selection furttier comprises 
accepting, for analysis, a user designation of a subset of varying of link levels away 
from the hypertext document to be analyzed from among a set of links comprising a 
plurality of varying link levels away from the hypertext document (col. 19, 1. 26-col. 20, 1. 
26; col. 21 , 1. 37-59; col. 25, 1. 50-col. 26, 1. 53); because, for example at col. 21 , 1. 37-59 
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Weinberg teaches that a user may either scan or not scan external links, i.e., a subset 
of varying link levels away from the hypertext document. Also see Weinberg at col. 29. 
1. 1-19, where a user may use a slide control to vary the number of displayed links to 
reveal different levels of user activity, and Weinberg at col. 30, 1. 45-col. 31, 1. 15, where 
a user may selective display modifies links and view differences between two site maps. 

Weinberg discloses transmitting the analysis data to a server, presenting the 
analysis data to an application program to correct a definable error; and storing the 
analysis data at the server in a non-volatile memory wherein the at least one parameter 
comprises one of the following: correct spelling of a word when the selected criterion 
involves spell checking; relevant text, sound, or figures when the selected criterion 
involves finding copyright violations; acceptable links when the selected criterion 
involves detecting undesirable links; a previous name when the selected criterion 
involves a name change; and updated text when the selected criterion involves 
outdated material; since Weinberg teaches finding and repairing broken links, i.e., 
undesirable links (col. 15, 1. 58-col. 16, 1. 57), finding outdated material (col. 30, 1. 45-col. 
31 , 1. 55), as well as finding external links (col. 25, 1. 50-65). Weinberg also teaches 
spell checking a website (col. 20, 1. 10-14). 

Regarding dependent claim 10, Weinberg teaches accepting a user selection 
further comprises accepting at least one of the following: a user designation of the 
hypertext document to be analyzed; a user designation of a number and type of tests 
that will be performed; a user designation of one or more types of links that are 
acceptable; and a user designation of whether the tests will be performed offline or 
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online; wherein the analysis is performed online or offline; since Weinberg teaches a 
user designation of a number and type of tests that will be performed (col. 7, 1. 50-col. 8, 
1. 13). 

Regarding dependent claim 12, claim 12 is directed toward substantially similar 
subject matter as claimed in dependent claim 8, and is rejected along the same 

rationale. 

Regarding independent claim 13, Weinberg discloses a server operational to 
test a hypertext document for compliance with a selected criterion, comprising: a user 
interface operational to receive a user selection of the selected criterion and user input 
of at least one parameter indicative of compliance with the selected criterion for an 
analysis of the hypertext document; and a processor component operational to retrieve 
the hypertext document, to perform the analysis of the hypertext document, to examine 
the hypertext document to identify links to other hypertext documents, to generate 
analysis data, to present the analysis data to an application program to correct a 
definable error, and to store the link information for the hypertext document, and the 
analysis data, since Weinberg teaches that a user may use the Astra Site Manager 
program to scan the website and create a graphical site map showing all of the URLs of 
the site and the links between these URLs, and the user can use tools to isolate and 
repair broken links, focus in on Web pages of a particular content type and/or status, 
and highlight modifications made to a web site since a prior mapping (col. 7, 1. 50-col. 8, 
I. 13; col. 10, 1. 16-51). Weinberg teaches a client/server architecture where the 
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document is analyzed at the server (col. 17, L 53-col. 18, 1. 60; col. 18. 1. 60-col. 19, 1. 
25). 

Weinberg teaches wherein accepting a user selection furtlier comprises 
accepting, for analysis, a user designation of a subset of varying of link levels away 
from the hypertext document to be analyzed from among a set of links comprising a 
plurality of varying link levels away from the hypertext document (col. 19, 1. 26-col. 20, 1. 
26; col. 21 , 1. 37-59; col. 25, 1. 50-col. 26, 1. 53); because, for example at col. 21 , 1. 37-59 
Weinberg teaches that a user may either scan or not scan external links, i.e., a subset 
of varying link levels away from the hypertext document. Also see Weinberg at col. 29, 
I. 1-19, where a user may use a slide control to vary the number of displayed links to 
reveal different levels of user activity, and Weinberg at col. 30, 1. 45-col. 31, 1. 15, where 
a user may selective display modifies links and view differences between two site maps. 

Weinberg discloses transmitting the analysis data to a server, presenting the 
analysis data to an application program to correct a definable error; and storing the 
analysis data at the server in a non-volatile memory wherein the at least one parameter 
comprises one of the following: correct spelling of a word when the selected criterion 
involves spell checking; relevant text, sound, or figures when the selected criterion 
involves finding copyright violations; acceptable links when the selected criterion 
involves detecting undesirable links; a previous name when the selected criterion 
involves a name change; and updated text when the selected criterion involves 
outdated material; since Weinberg teaches finding and repairing broken links, i.e., 
undesirable links (col. 15, 1. 58-col. 16, 1. 57), finding outdated material (col. 30, 1. 45-col. 
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31, 1. 55), as well as finding external links (col. 25, 1. 50-65). Weinberg also teaches 
spell checking a website (col. 20, 1. 10-14). 

Regarding dependent claim 14, Weinberg teaches that the server comprises a 
non-volatile memory operational to store the analysis data and the link information for 
the hypertext document (col. 18, 1. 60-col. 19, 1. 25). 

Regarding dependent claim 15, Weinberg teaches prompting a user to specify 
whether to store copies of the hypertext documents; copying the hypertext documents 
and storing the copies of the hypertext documents thereby providing a snapshot of 
each hypertext document at a point in time of analysis; because Weinberg teaches that 
documents could be viewed in a web browser, and standard web browsers had save 
features to download and save a copy of a web page being viewed (col. 10, 1. 16-34). 

Regarding dependent claim 17, Weinberg teaches terminating the analysis in 
response to a predetermined number of hypertext documents being analyzed 
independent of whether any specified link level has been reached, since Weinberg 
teaches that a user may pause or stop the scan process (col. 15, 1. 40-57; col. 16, 1. 6- 
40). 

Regarding dependent claim 18, Weinberg teaches storing a record of each 
hypertext document accessed for analysis to prevent previously accessed hypertext 
documents from being accessed and stored again due to being referenced by another 
hypertext document (col, 10. 1. 34-51). 

Regarding dependent claim 19, Weinberg teaches that the selected criterion 
further involves verifying that each figure on the hypertext document includes 
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associated text and wherein accepting the user input of at least one parameter 
indicative of compliance with the selected criterion comprises accepting user input of at 
least one of the following: correct spelling of a word when the selected criterion involves 
spell checking; a previous name when the selected criterion involves a name change; 
and associated text a reference to an image file type and altemate text when the 
selected criterion involves a requirement that each figure on the hypertext document 
include associated text, because Weinberg teaches invoking an editor to modify a URLs 
content (col. 15, 1. 40-57), and Weinberg teaches spell checking a website (col. 20, 1. 
10-14), which implies that the user may input the correct spelling of a word when the 
selected criterion involves spell checking. 

Regarding dependent claims 21 and 22, Weinberg teaches suggesting a 
correction to an indefinable error to a user such that the user may review and approve 
or disapprove the correction; and prompting a user for a correction to an indefinable 
error such that the user may Input the connection, because for example Weinberg 
teaches suggesting correction of a broken link to a user, but the user may launch an 
HTML editor to perfomn edit corrections to the URL (col. 10, 1. 16-34; col. 16„ I. 21-58). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Weinberg In view of Dutta et al. (hereinafter "Dutta), U.S. Patent No. 
7,162,526 B2, issued January 2007. 

Regarding dependent claim 23, while Weinberg does not explicitly teach that 
the selected criterion further involves detecting whether text colors and background 
colors comply to avoid accessibility issues for color blind users, Dutta teaches detecting 
whether text color and background color contrast sufficiently (col. 6, 1. 46-49). 

Dutta teaches a system of evaluating HTML content for accessibility and 
modifying the content to make it accessible to the user (Abstract; col. 5, 1. 20-37). 
Weinberg teaches a visual web site analysis program. Dutta and Weinberg are 
analogous art since both are directed toward testing and evaluating web content. It 
would have been obvious and desirable for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to have applied the accessibility evaluation of Dutta to the web site testing 
and evaluation suite taught by Weinberg, since Weinberg disclosed an extensible 
platform which allowed the addition of plug-in applications, and Dutta discloses a plug in 
application for personalized accessibility evaluation (col. 3, 1. 9-33), which would provide 
the desirable added functionality for testing and filtering web sites for accessibility. 

Regarding dependent claim 24, while Weinberg does not explicitly teach 
analyzing a hypertext document written in extensible markup language, Dutta teaches 
analyzing a hypertext document written in WML, which is a type of extensible markup 
language (col. 5, 1. 30-32). Dutta teaches that the analysis methods may be executed in 
either HTML or WML (col. 5, 1. 20-37), and it would have been obvious and desirable to 
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one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply the content filtering 
methods for either HTML or WML disclosed by Dutta to the web site testing and 
evaluation suite taught by Weinberg, since both HTML and extensible markup language 
were tree and node based languages, which would allow the application of the same 
filtering and parsing techniques. 



Response to Arguments 

6, Applicant's arguments filed 06/29/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's arguments regarding Weinberg in regard to the newly 
claimed limitations of claim 1 (Remarks, p. 10-11), Weinberg does teach wherein 
accepting a user selection further comprises accepting, for analysis, a user designation 
of a subset of varying of link levels away from the hypertext document to be analyzed 
from among a set of links comprising a plurality of varying link levels away from the 
hypertext document {col 19, 1. 26-col. 20, 1. 26; col. 21, 1. 37-59; col. 25, 1. 50-col. 26. 1. 
53); because, for example at col. 21 , 1. 37-59 Weinberg teaches that a user may either 
scan or not scan external links, i.e., a subset of varying link levels away from the 
hypertext document. 

Further, Weinberg teaches content, status, and location filters which provide a 
simple mechanism for allowing the user to focus in on URLs which exhibit particular 
characteristics, such as specific content (col. 26, 1. 53- col. 27, 1. 49). The content 
filtering disclosed by Weinberg would allow for finding offensive material; a name 



Application/Control Number: 10/672,508 Page 18 

Art Unit: 2176 

change; and finding copyright violations, since Weinberg teaches finding external links 
for a particular site (col. 25, 1. 50-65) allowing finding links to an offensive site, i.e., 
offensive material, as well as spell checking the site (col. 20, 1. 9-20) which would allow 
finding a name change. 

In response to applicant's arguments regarding the rejections of claims 23 and 
24 as unpatentable over Weinberg in view of Dutta (Remarks, p. 12), applicant's 
arguments are directed toward the supposed deficiencies of Weinberg in regard to the 
newly claimed limitations of claim 1, which have been addressed above, and do not 
separately address Dutta, or the combination of Weinberg and Dutta. 

For similar reasons as above, the rejections of the remaining independent and 
dependent claims should be maintained. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Dozier et al. U.S. Pat. No. 5,870,552 issued Feb. 1999 

Sidana U.S. Pat. No. 5,890,170 issued Mar. 1999 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Amelia Rutledge whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7508. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:30 - 6:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doug Hutton can be reached on 571-272-4137. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

AR 



WILLIAM BASHORg 
PRIMARY 6XAM{NER 



